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In their monograph of the fatniK' Loasaceae, Urban and Gilg (1900) treated the 
genus Mentzeli'd as having 36 taxa, two of these, M. lindheinieri and M. texana, 
proposed as new. The purpose of the present paper is to typify each and pre>vide 
an evaluation of their biologic status. 



Mentzelia lindheimeri Urban & Gilg, Monogr. boas. 54. 1900. Typi-:: U.S.A. TEXAS: 

UVAl.nt: Co.: Jun 1885. Rla'citIuw 1650 (i LCTC^TYPF, here designated: MO!: 

isoi.ectotype: USD. 

Urban and Gilg in their protologue ol this species cited live specimens gath- 
ered by live different collectors, three ol these from Texas, two from northern 
Mexico. All ol the specimens cited by these two authors were said to be from 



European herbaria. namely “Berol., Boisser-Barbey.Canby, Lips., Paris.,]. D. Smith, 
Vindobon.”! haveexaminedduplicatesof all of the sheetsconcerned and select 
the following from among these as adequate lectotypes; U.S.A. Texas: Uvalde 
Go.: Jun 1885, Reverchon 16.50 (lectotype: MO!; isolectotype: US!). Darlington 
(1934) also listed this collection as belonging to his concept of M. lindheimeri. 
Urban and Gilg listed the locality of Reverehon 1650 as “in planitiebusarenosus 
montis Upper Guadelupe" but the locality on the lectotype is that given here. 

Ideally, a lectotype should be selected I rom among the specimens exam- 
ined by its original author or authors, but the European collections cited by 
Urban and Gilg, who worked out of the herbarium at Berlin (B), were unavail- 
able to me. Because of this, I find it appropriate (as permissible under Art 9.10 of 
the current Gode), to designate lectotypes from American syntypes. I have also 
applied this same reasoning in the typification of the following taxon. 

Mentzelia texana Urban & Gilg, Monogr. Loas. 52. 1900. Without specific locality, 

May-Oct, 1849, Wright 2J0 (Lectotypi;, here designated: Gil; iSOi.ECTOTYPitS: CiM, 
US). 

In the protologue of this taxon, which I consider to be a synonym of M. 
lindheimeri. Urban and Gilg noted that, so lar as known, it was confined to 
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: specimens: Dru/mmukl 91 (Irom sandy soil 



s 




Te.xas, eitin 



ria and Cionzales, Texas; Trecul 1220 (drv sites betw’een Turkey Creek and the 



y 



San Pedro [Devils Riveti; and Wright 210 (in parr, mixed with M. oligospenna 
Nutt.). They also noted that material ol their new species, presumably those 

mens “ in herb. Berol., Boi,sscr-Barbey, Candolle, 
Delessert, Kevv., Paris., Vindobon.” 

Darlington (1934) retained the species, citing two ol the above mentioned 




we I'c 






itmmonddOd and Wri 



specimens Irom the state ol Pueblo, Mexico. I take the latter to be 
misidentifications of the more southern M. hispUla Willd., or some close rcla- 
ti\’c having relatively short petals. Correll and Johnston (1970), following 
Darlington, retained M. texaim in their treatment ol Mcnice/iu lor the llora ol 
Te.xas. 

In a recent stud\' of Mcntzclia lor Texas 1 have examined duplicates ol tw'o 
ol the three col lections cited by Urban and Gilg in their protologue ( Drummond 




91 and Wri 
lectotypil ication. lar 
eurrentlv housed at GH! and US! 




210 as an appropriate element lor 
icate specimens ol this ccdlection are 




of M. texana is mcxit. 




2 R) (US!) the 




CC 



g to label data on Wrig/it 
May-Oct, 1849.” But other than 



this time span, no other inlormation relating to its collection is given. Accord- 
ing tojohnston (1940), onjune 28, 1849, CdTarlcs Wright collected an unnamed 
species of Mcntzoliu (Wright’s field number 591) mi the hills ot Turkey Creek 
in western Uvalde County. Since Gray olten renumbered and/or combined 
Wright’scollections(cl. Johnston 1940), it is likely that Wright 2i0isthe num- 
ber assigned by Gray to Wright’s field collection 591: at least 1 encountered no 
Wright collection so numbered in the present study. 



M. tcxiWci in svnonvmv wi 




y 
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lished M. lindheimeri is based upon the study of numerous specimens from 
ten or more herbaria, and field work over a number ot years in the areas con- 
cerned. Urban and Gilg. in their key to species, distinguished M. texana Irom 

-9 m m vs. 12- 1 4 m m ) and sessile or short 1 y 
ieellate). 1 line! these two quantitative 



M. I i ndheimeri 




runs 




characters to be quite variable within the M. lindheimeri complex and have 
little hesitancy in reducing M. texana to synonymy. Pinal ly, it should be noted 

on (1934) listed the lectotype of M. texana {Wright 210) among his 
“Specimens examined:” as a sheet ol M. lindheimeri, which agrees with the 
pre.sent authors 





ion. 
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